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October 11, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J. Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlzen. I feel strongly that such a l~ollcv would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlahts, and the ultlmate _ .  . .  - 
adoption of DN 

A robust, competlttve market lor consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
custnmers Allowlng movle studios to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlots 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In product3 that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more lor devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast ilag technology for dlglta televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely 

Mlchael Reno 
4465 Kenneth Dr DID9 
Okemos, MI 48864 
USA 
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Tuesday: October 21 2003 

Commissioner Michael .I. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely 
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and 
buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer 
if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution 
displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the 
MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that 
are more expensive and less valuable. 

In  addition. I am veiy concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modi&, create, and 
participate. I can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home 
movie; send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program 
onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this 
control and flexibility that I elljoy. 

Ifthe move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, 
llcxible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital 
equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current 
consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I 
iii.ge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Brad Schrunk 
3950 Highland Diive 
Saint Paul, MN 55126 
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Tuesday, October 21 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's 
technology, i can be more than a passive recipient of content -- i can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Mark Friedel 
5230 Esker Drive 
Madison, WI 53704 
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'l'ursday, October 21 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
44.5 12th Street, NW 
\V:ashington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

I h l r  Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

'The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buyiug 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
lor yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making 11s buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
rhild's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my friend's 
;iyiirtment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the more to digital television does uot make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, aud 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Joycler Coleman 
9015 Colapissa St 
New Orleans, LA 70118 
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October 11 2003 

commissloner Mlchael J copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps 

I am wrltlng to vnlce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgkal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlren. I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innavatlon, consumer rlghts. and the ultlmate 
adoptlon ot O N  

A robust, competkbe market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technaloglsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlorfunctlonallty 

I7 the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less Ilkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcaBt flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

John Hughes 
455 W 46th St Apt 5A 
New York, NY 10036 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J ,  Coppr 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am writing to voice my opposidon to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital 
telemsion. As a consumer and cidzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
nghts, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
t h e ~ r  customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that h t  my nghtr at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for d~g~tal  television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Patnck Berry 
1093 East Lindo Ave. 
Chico, CA 95926 
USA 
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Tnesdny, October 21 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VL4 FACSIMILE 

Ika r  Cominissioncr Copps. 

.Ls a coiisnmer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
C.ommunications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

' l h e  digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAAand its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy specinl-purpose I Y l V  devices that are more expensive and less vuluable. 

I n  :rddition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record ' I I J  to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie: send a n  email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record aTV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my friends 
qxirtment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Charles F. Kaiser, Jr. 
4512 Hillvale Avenue N. 
Saint Panl, MN 55128 



Tuesday, October 21 2003 

Commissioner Michael .I. Copps 
445 12th Street: NW 
Washington. DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely 
coucerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and 
buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer 
if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution 
displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the 
M P M  and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that 
are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient ofcontent - I can modi@, create, and 
participate. I can record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home 
movie; send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program 
onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this 
control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

lfthe move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, 
Ilexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital 
equipment'? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current 
consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consinner of broadcast televisioih I 
urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Kim English 
1513 Baxley Street 
Car-rolltoiL TX 75006 



Tuesday, October 21 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
44.5 12th Street, NW 
Wnshington, DC 20554 

VL4 b"4CSIMILE 

I h i r  Commissioner C.oyys, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Commuiiications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

'l'he digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
recordT\'to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie: send an email clip of my 
chilcl's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVI) and play it at my friends 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
yictnre is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely. 

Kathy Radten 
5706 Woodsetter Ct. 
hrlington, TX 76017 



October I I 2003 

Cornmlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology lor dlgltal televlslon As e 
consumer and cltlzen. I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon. consumer rlghts and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of O N  

A robust competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movie studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologists 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly rellect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlorfunctlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, 1 would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DlV-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Sincerely, 

Gary Webber 

43 S Frontage Rd W 
Alberton MT 59820 
USA 

BOX a 
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Tuesday, October 21 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washtngton DC 20554 

VIA FACSiMlLE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." i am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not ailow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable, 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications ofthe broadcast flag With today's 
technology. I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

i f  the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with ali my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Michael Grice 
150 Cocoa Isles Blvd. 
Cocoa Beach, FL 32931 
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October 11 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton D C  20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust. competltbe market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manuhcturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features ot DN-receptlan equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlorfunctlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more tor devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely 

Erlc Weast 
585 Jefferson Dr Unk 107 
Deerlleld Beach, FL 33442 
USA 
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Tuesday, October 2 1  2003  

Commissioner Michael 1. Copps 
4 4 5  12 th  Street, NW 
Washington, DC 2 0 5 5 4  

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer o f  broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the  Federal 
Communicat ions Commission to vo te  against t h e  adoption o f  a "broadcast flag." I a m  gravely 
concerned tha t  a broadcast flag regulat ion would restrict t h e  way  I en joy  television. 

The digital television t ransi t ion relies on convincing consumers of  t h e  benefi ts o f  switching t o  
and buying digital television equ ipment .  That  t ransi t ion wil l  be far  m o r e  palatable t o  m e  as a 
consumer if switching doesn't  m e a n  discarding m y  existing h o m e  network, buying new high- 
resolut ion displays, and f inding r o o m  for ye t  another  device in m y  l iving r o o m .  Please do not  
allow t h e  MPAA and  i ts allies t o  hinder t h e  transit ion b y  making u s  buy special-purpose DTV 
devices tha t  are m o r e  expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I a m  ve ry  concerned about t h e  fair-use implications o f  t h e  broadcast flag. With 
today's technology, I can be m o r e  than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, 
and part ic ipate.  I can record TV t o  watch  later; clip a smal l  piece o f  TV and  splice it into a 
home movie; send an emai l  clip of m y  child's footbal l  game t o  a distant relative; o r  record a 
W program onto a DVD and  play it a t  m y  friend's apartment.  The broadcast flag seems 
designed t o  remove th is  contro l  and  f lexibi l i ty t ha t  I enjoy.  

If t h e  m o v e  t o  digi ta l  television does n o t  make  t h e  public's viewing experience m o r e  
enjoyable, flexible, and  exciting, w h a t  compell ing reason do I have as a consumer t o  buy  n e w  
digital equipment? A prett ier  TV picture is hard ly  enough reason for m e  t o  dispense wi th  a l l  m y  
current consumer electronics and computer equipment.  As a citizen and consumer of 
broadcast television, I urge  you t o  p romote  the  digital transit ion by opposing t h e  broadcast 
flag. 

Sincerely, 

Kyu Kwak 
410 East 73rd  Street, 1B 
NewYork,  NY 1 0 0 2 1  
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Tuesday, October 2 1  2003 

Commissioner Michael 3 .  Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 2 0 5 5 4  

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer  products, I urge the  Federal 
Communicat ions Commission t o  vo te  against t h e  adoption o f  a "broadcast flag." I a m  gravely 
concerned t h a t  a broadcast flag regulat ion would restr ict t he  way  I en joy  television. 

The digital television t ransi t ion rel ies on convincing c o n ~ u m e r s  o f  t h e  benefi ts o f  switching t o  
and buying digi ta l  television equ ipment .  Tha t  t ransi t ion will be far  m o r e  palatable t o  m e  as a 
consumer if switching doesn't  m e a n  discarding m y  exist ing h o m e  network, buying n e w  high- 
resolut ion displays, and f inding room for  ye t  another  device in my l iving r o o m .  Please do not  
allow t h e  MPAA and  i ts allies t o  hinder t h e  t ransi t ion by making us buy  special-purpose D l V  
devices tha t  are m o r e  expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I a m  very  concerned about t h e  fair-use implications o f  t h e  broadcast flag. With 
today's technology, I can b e  m o r e  than a passive recipient of  content -- I can modify, create, 
and part icipate. I can record TV t o  watch later; clip a smal l  piece of lV and splice it in to  a 
h o m e  movie; send a n  emai l  clip o f  m y  child's footbal l  game t o  a distant relat ive; o r  record a 
lV program onto  a DVD and play it a t  my fr iend's apar tment .  The broadcast flag seems 
designed t o  remove  th is  control  and f lexibi l i ty t h a t  I enjoy.  

I f  t he  move  t o  digital television does not  make  t h e  public's viewing experience m o r e  
enjoyable, flexible, and exciting, w h a t  compell ing reason do I have as a consumer t o  buy  new 
digital equ ipment?  A pret t ier  TV picture is hard ly  enough reason f o r  m e  t o  dispense w i t h  al l  my  
current consumer electronics and computer  equipment.  As a citizen and consumer o f  
broadcast television, I urge  you t o  p romote  t h e  digital t ransi t ion by  opposing t h e  broadcast 
flag. 

Sincerely, 

Kristin Beimei 
9316 Lawson Lane 
Laurel, MD 20723 



2003-IS22 01 01 52 (GMT) 16506 181 679 From To P a g e 1  d l  

Tuesday, October 21  2003 

Commtssioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely 

Andrew Hatch 
1726 S 700 East 
Salt Lake City. UT 84105 
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Tuesday, October 2 1  2003  

Commissioner Michael I .  Copps 
4 4 5  12 th  Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer o f  broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the  Federal 
Communicat ions Commission t o  vote against t h e  adoption of a "broadcast flag." I a m  gravely 
concerned tha t  a broadcast flag regulat ion would restrict t h e  way  I en joy  television. 

The digital television t ransi t ion relies on convincing consumers of t h e  benefi ts of  switching t o  
and buying digital television equ ipment .  Tha t  t ransi t ion will b e  far  m o r e  palatable t o  m e  as a 
consumer if switching doesn't  m e a n  discarding m y  existing h o m e  network, buying new high- 
resolut ion displays, and  f inding r o o m  for  ye t  another  device in m y  l iving r o o m .  Please d o  not  
allow t h e  MPAA and  i ts allies t o  hinder t h e  transit ion by  making us buy  special-purpose D N  
devices t h a t  are m o r e  expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I a m  very  concerned about t h e  fair-use implications o f  t he  broadcast flag. With 
today's technology, I can be m o r e  than  a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, 
and part ic ipate.  I can record n/ t o  wa tch  later; clip a smal l  piece o f  TV and  splice it into a 
home movie; send an emai l  clip o f  my chi ld'sfootbal l  game t o  a distant relative; or record a 
lV program onto a DVD and  play it a t  m y  friend's apartment.  The broadcast flag seems 
designed t o  remove this control  and  f lexibi l i ty t ha t  I enjoy.  

If t h e  m o v e  t o  digital television does n o t  make  t h e  public's viewing experience m o r e  
enjoyable, flexible, and exciting, w h a t  compell ing reason do I have as a consumer t o  buy new 
digital equipment? A prett ier  TV picture is hardly enough reason foi- m e  t o  dispense w i th  al l  m y  
current consumer electronics and  computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer o f  
broadcast television, I urge  you t o  p romote  the  digital t ransi t ion by  opposing t h e  broadcast 
flag. 

Sincerely, 

Jerry Schneider 
(5303 E. Tanque Verde 
Tucson, AZ 85715 
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Tuesday, October 2 1  2003 

Commissioner Michael I ,  Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

V I A  FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing coiisumers of the benefits of switching to  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and i ts allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DWdevices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the move to  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reasoii do I have as a consumer to  buy new digital equipment? A prettier W 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Peter Mandel 
3450 Oak Lane 
Morgan Hill, CA 95037 
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October 11 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D c 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that Such a pollcy would be bad tor Innovatlon, consumer rlghts and the ultimate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust. competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be footed In manutacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlprnent wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly retlect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money tor Interlor tunctlonallty 

I f  the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less Ilkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable receivers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces tnat llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast ?lag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Toshl Clark 
5418 Rldgevlew Dr NE 
Moses Lake, WA 98837 
USA 
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Tuesday, October 21 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

V I A  FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, i urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to  vote against the adoption of  a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of  the benefits of switching to  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition wil l be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device i n  my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and i t s  allies to hinder the 
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content - -  I can modify, create, and participate. I 
can record TV t o  watch later; clip a small piece of  TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip 
of my child's football game t o  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at  my 
friends apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, 
and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to  buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture i s  hardly enough reason for me to  dispense with all my current consumer electronics and 
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the digital 
transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Amanda Har t  
127 Russell S t .  
Peabody, MA 01960 
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l'ucsday. October 21 2003 

Coinmissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
W;ishington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Coininissioncr Copps, 

-4s a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Commnnications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
n broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

'The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far inore palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't meau discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet mother device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transitioo 
Iiy making ns buy special-purpose IITV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I a n  very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
kchnology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
rrrord TV to watch later: clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my friends 
npnrtmeut. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this controland flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does uot make the public's viewing experience more eujoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier 'IT' 
yirtnre is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Stephen C. Heath 
8813 Saint Cloud Court 
liis Vegas, NV 89143 
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Tuesday, October 21  2003 

Commissioner Michael 3 .  Copps 
445 12 th  Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer o f  broadcast television, electronics, and  computer products, I urge  the  Federal 
Communicat ions Commission t o  vo te  against t h e  adoption o f  a "broadcast flag." I a m  gravely 
concerned tha t  a broadcast flag regulat ion would restr ict t h e  way  I enjoy  television, 

The digital television t ransi t ion relies on convincing consumers o f  t h e  benefi ts o f  switching t o  
and buying digital television equipment.  That transit ion will be far  m o r e  palatable t o  m e  as a 
consumer if switching doesn't  m e a n  discarding my existing h o m e  network, buying new high- 
resolut ion displays, and  f inding r o o m  for ye t  another  device in m y  l iving r o o m .  Please do not  
allow t h e  MPAA and i ts allies t o  hinder t h e  transit ion b y  making us buy special-purpose DTV 
devices tha t  are m o r e  expensive and  less valuable. 

I n  addition, I a m  ve ry  concerned about t h e  fair-use implications of t he  broadcast flag. With 
today's technology, I can be m o r e  than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, 
and part ic ipate.  I can record TV t o  wa tch  later; clip a smal l  piece o f  lV and  splice it into a 
h o m e  movie; send an emai l  clip o f  my chi ld'sfootbal l  game t o  a distant relat ive; o r  record a 
TV program onto a DVD and  play it a t  my friend's apar tment .  The broadcast flag seems 
designed t o  remove  this control  and f lexibi l i ty t h a t  I enjoy.  

I f  t he  move  t o  digital television does not  make  t h e  public's v iewing experience m o r e  
enjoyable, flexible, and  exciting, w h a t  compell ing reason do I have  as a consumer t o  buy  n e w  
digital equipment? A pret t ier  TV picture is hard ly  enough reason for m e  t o  dispense w i th  a l l  m y  
current consumer electronics and  computer  equipment.  As a citizen and consumer o f  
broadcast television, I urge  you t o  p romote  t h e  digital transit ion by opposing t h e  broadcast 
flag. 

Sincerely, 

Zack Huffman 
3629 River Heights Crossing 
Marietta, GA 30067 
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Tuesday, October 21 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consunier of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communicatioiis Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely 
concerned that a bi-oadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to a id  
buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumei- 
il'switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network buying new high-resolution 
displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Plcase do not allow the 
MPAA and its allies to hinder the tiansition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that 
are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast llag. With today's 
technology, I can be mot-e than a passive recipieiit ofcontent - I can modify, create, and 
participate. I can I-ecoid TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home 
movie: send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program 
onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this 
control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

Ifthe move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable. 
llexihle. and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital 
cquipment'? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current 
constinier electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of' broadcast television I 
(11-ge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Siucerely, 

Dan Robinson 
101 Ashling SE 
Smyiiia, GA 30080 
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Tuesday, October 21 2003 

Commissioner Michael J .  Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

A s  a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, 1 urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to  vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition wil l be far more palatable to  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device i n  my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and i t s  allies to hinder the 
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content - -  I can modify, create, and participate. I 
can record TV t o  watch later; clip a small piece of  TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email cl ip 
of my childs football game t o  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my 
friends apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and flexibil i ty that I enjoy. 

If the move to  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, 
and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to  buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture i s  hardly enough reason for me to  dispense with al l  my current consumer electronics and 
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the digital 
transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Ben Kutell 
912 Genoa Street 
Miami, FL 33134 
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Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Conumunicat ions Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street. NW 
Washington. D.C. 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely, 

Kermit Woodall 
1910 Byrd Ave STE 2 0 4  
Richmond, VA 23230 
USA 
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October IO, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton D C  20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to voice my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgka televlslon As a 
consumer and citlren, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innnvatlon, consumer fights and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D W  

A robust compettlve market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manuhcturers abllty to Innovate for their 
customers Allowlng movie studlos to veto features of DN-reception equlpment wlll enable the Studlos to tell technoleglsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessorlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonalRy 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmk my rlghts at the behen( of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely, 

Brooks Seymore 
2616 S 224th St, Apt C-303 
Des Molnes, WA 98198 
USA 
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October 10, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th street, NW 
Washlngtoan, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrtlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgkal televlslon. As a 
consumer and cklren, I feel strongly that such a p o k y  would be bad for Innovat\on, consumer rlghta, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of OW. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronles must be rooted In manutacturen' abllny to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't neeessarlly reflect what consumer9 Ilk me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonPllty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmk my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgkal televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Chrlstopher Calnes 
13803 Falway Island Dr 
Apt 1633 
Orlando. FL 32837 
USA 
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October 10: 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communicatiane Commisiion 
442 12th Stxeet, NW 
Wasfigton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemthy, 

I m w r h g  to voice my opposition to nny FCC-mnndated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for &tal televipion. As a consumer 
and citizen, I feel stxongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electxodcs must be rooted in mnnufncturar' ability to h o v n t e  for thdr customers. Allowing 
mode studios to veto features of DN-reception equipment will enable the ntudios to teUtecholo&6 whntnew pcndnm they c m  
create. This will result in producte that don't necessdy reflect what consumers m e  me actuauy want, and it could result in me being 
ohmeed more money for infenor functionnliiy 

If the FCC issues n broadcant the mandate, I would actudy be less likely to mate nn investment in DN-cnpeble receiverr and othm 
equipment I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights nt the behest of Hdlywood. Please do not mmdnte broadcast flq 
technolo$y for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Chad Russell 
401 McElroy Dr 
mfnrd, MS 38655 
USA 
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Cammissloner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th street, NW 
Washlngton, D C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrklng to volce my opposklon to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgkal televlslon. As a 
consumer and cnlzen, i feel strongly that such a poiky would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rights, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N .  

A robust, competalve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers abllhy to Innovate far thelr 
customen. Allowlng movie studios to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls will result In products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers Ilk me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlorfunctlonaltty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay mnre for devlces that llmk my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgkal televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Danlel Burk 
21910 Fleidvlne Ct 
Katy, TX 77450 
USA 
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Octaber 10: 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abemathy 
Fed& Communications Cammission 
445 12th Stre&, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I em h t h g  to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
m d  cifhen, I feel sbongly that such a policy would be bad for havation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust, competitive market for consumer elechonics must be rooted in manufncturers' abilily to innovate for their mtomers. Allowing 
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the shldos to tell technolo$irts what new products they c m  
create. This will result in products that don't necessndy reflect what c o m e r s  like me a d y  want, and it could result in me bdng 
charged more money for inferior functionnlily. 

If the FCC issues B broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be leis likely to make m i n v e h e n t  in DTV-oapable receivers and otha 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that h i t  my +ts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcsit tlng 
technology for digital television. Thank you far your time. 

Sincerely, 

AUm MeWer 
3058B West Blvd 
Bethlehem, PA 18017 
USA 

technology for digital t e l edon .  Al a cansumex 
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October 10, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemthy, 

I m w & n ~  to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
and citizen, 1 feel shongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rightr, and the ultimate adoption of D N .  

A robust, competitive market for consumer eleCtrOriCE muet be rooted in manufacturers' ability to h o v a t e  for thek customers. A b U h g  
movie studios to veto features of Dn-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologisrs what new producte they can 
create. This will result in products that don't necesearily reflect what consumern like me achlauy wmt, and it could result in me being 
c h q e d  more money for inferior functiondity. 

If the FCC issues a broadmot flae mandate, I would actually be less likely to meke nn investment in DN-cnpsble receivers and other 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Plewe do not mandnte broadcast tlsg 
technology for digital television. Thank you for your h e .  

Sincerely, 

Adam R h a n  
1044 14th Skeet 
Santa Monica, CA 90403 
USA 

technology for digital television. As a consumex 


